Doar Dave, later 9/Z(M 

^oii i.i-‘y liavc \;ondercd about n\y yesterday' ai .letter because you sont me thooo reviews 

u'itli your Jotter of the 14th. TJiat io becaui:e you letter just ro:\ched me today. I e^^ess 

the delay uau bcjcaLU’.o you used the wrong zip. ^ou used 17012 instead of 21701. 

I tliat dose gave DeVries about twic «2 the space he gave you, 

I'd (i|ot r*:"ad tlie noters bofor*e. ^od, this guy thinks Killing tlie ’*^’ruth is on 

excellent book! Ajid others not fit to be cited other than in ridicule. 

I can*t iiiaginc tlint on tliat talk show he cites in his note 19 ^ did not say how ^ 

ioic'.j tliofjc men were v/inos. I find it interesting tliat those cBarattero are keeping book 

on j'le! Keepinci* appeai'ances? liut I am certain ^ explained ±1L asked to, and if I was not 

I V 

asked to, tl»at justifies Mis idiot in saying, I find it v;ildly speculative for V/eisberg 


to malco such a statemont...." After the police records liave been so well publicized! 

1’ hese nuts n .ver got out of their nuj^uses! 

If ho con quote liarrs as a source ^IlB ignorance must be as of ^larrs* level! 

I* VO dpno* a little more checking of wliat ho wrote and his soui'ces. guy is 

roally a subject-matter ignoramus and he lacks any genuine scholarly critical capability, 
is a fcUeory-nut and nothing else. 

I see more tliat he misrepresents in ^ase Open and he reflects his ignor.*ince of my 
wori. in it. I did in fact postulate earlier shots than the Commission said br.sed on what 
v/as latter callotl the jig.le theory when some of liis students raised wliat I wrote with 
^uis Alvarez. ^ou*ll find tliAt in WI, under Zapruder. 

•^’liis i:j pretty sick stuff, the sickest part of wliich is that they do not realize they 
ai*e sick and believe all others are. 


The copies you^ent inoludi. the table of contents. Dies Burgess really question the 
authenticity of the Zapruder film? 

And does Rose really believe tliat Oswald was at Oak Ridge? 


Amazing! 


